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workers playtime? 

by Jim Kelly, founding member of resistance and long-term member of the colin roach centre 

Jim takes a general look at the problems and opportunities the election provides for us in East London, but first he takes us 
through the more important players, nationally and locally. The other writers in this section take a more detailed and personal 
look into the Parties and issues involved in the election, an event which is sure to be an important political watershed whatever 
you think about it. 

the Labour Party (LP) 

This election will be the first where the Labour Party has ditched all its 
radical rhetoric before attaining power. This is crucially important 
and must influence the tactics of all serious socialists. The only 
people with illusions in the LP are the remaining dying sects 
rooted in the 60s student radicalism. 

The working class do want to get rid of the Tories and to 
achieve this they will vote tactically for the party most likely 
to do it. In many rural areas this will mean a vote for the 
Liberals. In Scotland and Wales this will translate to a vote 
for the Scottish National Party and Plaid Cymru. The vote 
for Labour will be tactical voting, i.e. an essentially negative 
anti-Tory vote. There’s no need to go into too much detail 
about the LP’s election programme here. The speeches of 
Blair, Straw, Field, Mowlam and Blunket sum it up. The left in the 
party is an irrelevant and often embarrassing rump. 

At a local level the old corrupt working class Labour Mafia's have been 
replaced by upwardly mobile, middle class, ex-students network ng re r 
snouts into the municipal trough. Hackney ‘new/old/sensible' LP is a farcical 
example. 

the British National Party (BNP) 

The BNP will, yet again, be able to capitalise on the anti-Labour feelings in East London, in the absence of a radical, anti-Labour 
left. BNP candidates will possibly monopolise this constituency and break out of the lumpen racist wilderness as it did in the Isle 
of Dogs. The big problem is the left’s inability to hide behind the skirts of the LP. The struggle will be much more hearts and 
minds than in the recent past - with Labour’s move to the right, failure to fill the void on the left will leave any anti-fascist 
campaign as a noisy irrelevance. 

the "old-fashioned" Left 




I was tempted to leave this part blank as a fitting testament to the achievements of these people and their daydreams. On the 
minus side, the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) will be running around like headless chickens discrediting genuine working class 
militants, offering workers lollypops, petitions, and ... Blair, Straw, Fields etc. They’re certainly capable of irritating some 
workers enough to think of voting for the far right! The East End has a rich radical tradition which contains many lessons for 
today - if there is to be a positive left intervention it must reflect the realities of the 1990s and not be fought in the context of 
events which occurred 70 years ago in Russia. On the plus side a call for a Labour vote must be the final curtain call. The future 
for the SWP, if it calls for its usual Labour vote, could well be as a dead shell living solely on the financial support of its rich 
acolytes, and to be treated the same way Blair treats beggars! 
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the Socialist Labour Party (SLP) 

The SLP is the most difficult group in many ways - it has many good 
points and contains many of the best militants of the past 16 years 
of living struggles. Many of its leaders (unlike the SWP) are 
people known in working class communities and unions. It has 
a base in the blue collar unions and could very well win these 
unions away from Labour in the next five years. One very 
important factor is its intention to stand 100 candidates in 
the election. 

If the CRC is not standing a candidate, for whatever reason, 
then I personally believe we must support any good SLP 
candidates, in order to give any radical campaign an electoral 
focus to complement our own agenda. Working class people 
understand elections much better than many on the left. 
Elections are part of the political struggle. - workers campaigned 
and rioted in order to win the right to vote. They will not take groups 
seriously who only offer pie in the sky revolutionary purity with the reality of 
voting for New Labour. Support for the SLP at this election can only make our 
intervention more relevant, and therefore stronger. The SLP has faults too - many in its ranks simply want to recreate a left wing 


Labour Party. Others are the dregs of the “British revolutionary mad house". I believe we must build links with those comrades 
from a genuine revolutionary tradition to fight the SLP right wing. A positive intervention will strengthen all those forces fighting 
to rebuild a revolutionary democratic movement. 


the future 

The above groups are the only serious political players from a CRC perspective. The Independent Working Class Association 
(IWCA) may not yet have the resources to make an electoral impact. Militant has no influence outside of Glasgow, and maybe 
East Belfast UVF! So, I think a large vote for the SLP in East London would represent a real step forward. They are the only 
group at the present moment with the resources to mount a credible political alternative to the extreme right. The BNP has 
evolved new tactics - we need to as well. 

If the SLP don’t stand in East London, I think all we’ll be able to do is “contain” the BNP, limit the damage they cause, but this 
will hand the radical space to the BNP by default. If this were to be the case it will be much harder not to fall into the trap of 
becoming foot soldiers for Blair’s brand of Thatcherism. 

Whoever wins the next election one thing is certain: the attacks on workers will intensify. The CRC is one positive example of 
how working class communities can organise to fight back. Unfortunately at the present moment there is no unified agreed 
tactic for standing in elections (anyway, all available resources are usually tied up in 
ether struggles). The best electoral arena for groups like CRC or IWCA is probably 
at a ocal council level. The SLP, in a different way and from different 
experiences, is also new. I believe it is a positive step forward and should, 
in the short term, be supported if it decides to stand in East London. Any 
other course of action would, I believe, be sectarianism. 

If any other eft groups decide to stand we would obviously have to 
seriously consider giving our support., but I believe the present 
unhealthy nature of the left precludes this. Yet again, the old left may 
prove to be part of the problem and not the solution. The collapse of 
the CPGB and the rout of left social democracy in the LP leaves a 
vacuum which the left must fill before the right does. This election will 
certainly show which left groups are part of the problem and which are part 
of the solution. 
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by Mark C, member of the Colin Roach Centre and founder member of resistance 


Another election, same old parties, same old promises, same old lies - 
so, ever thought about voting for the BNP? 

Many months back the British National Party (BNP) declared that it 
would stand 50 candidates thus entitling them to a TV broadcast and 
free mailouts. 

To many people the BNP are seen as just a small bunch of thugs and 
social misfits who occasionally get into the news. Some people can’t 
understand why others get so worked up over them - they say we 
should ignore them and they will go away, that they’re harmless. This is 
a common enough attitude, taken by many working class people who 
have enough things to worry about without thinking of the BNP - the 
whole election hype is irrelevant when nothing ever changes. 

The BNP of course, like all the political parties, appears to offer a way 
out, but only for some people - an attractive utopia, especially in the 
poverty-stricken inner cities, but their attacks on Black, Jewish and Irish 
people, women, Socialists, trade unionists and the unemployed are 
used to create the illusion that these people are the cause of the 
problems in society, when in fact the problems are caused by the 
system itself, the Capitalist system we live under, and the BNP have no 
intention of getting rid of that - they want to make it even worse! 



“So what? At least they are local people and take an interest in our estates and communities’’ 


The BNP are well known for their racism and violence but they also have :: : es on ot-er issues too. “Social services, unemployment 
benefit, housing benefit should not be regarded as an absolute r §r...soc 2 ..e*Ve should be earned." According to the BNP local 
councils should stop subsidising council houses and make peop e r e~ , 2 :e a'dlords. The BNP are using old Conservative Party 
policy to ‘normalise’ their racist agenda. 

Many people have argued that the BNP are irrelevant to their strugg.e aga.nst racism and that they are suffering greater repression 
from the police. But the BNP want to see even more police powers to harass, and accuse the Conservative Government of being too 
soft. No victim of racial violence needs to be told s/he is a victim, at the sane time racism is an evil no matter who or where it comes 
from. The police are the executive arm of “the State", the BNP want to become “the State.” 


“The BNP will never get to power - all this talk of fascism belongs to the 1930’s not the 1990’s” 


The BNP have already had a taste of power in a by-election in Millwall 1993 when Derek Beackon won a seat in Tower Hamlets 
Council. Picture this: a Fascist political party in control of four regional town halls. A Conservative Government forced into an election 
pact with the Socialist opposition to prevent another fascist victory- Italy 1920’s? Germany 1930's? No - France 1997. After ignoring 
the Fascist Front Nationale for so long, dismissing them as irrelevant thugs, French people are only now waking up to the fact that the 
Fascists are gaining political power and control. Exactly the same thing could happen in the UK today. 




Of course, the BNP don’t like to be exposed as a Fascist organisation when trying to win the working class vote they need to survive. 
In the words of BNP leader John Tyndall, in a letter to American Fascist William Pierce, dated 23/3/1967: “To be frank I do not 
believe that a movement with openly nazi label has hope of winning national power...in the foreseeable future. I have 
therefore sought to modify the form of propaganda, though not of course the essence of the ideology.” 


The BNP needs you? Tell them where to shove it! 
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"why I won't vote Labour“ 

by John Lang, ex-Newham Labour councillor 

When I was first asked to write an article about why I wouldn’t be voting Labour at the Election, I thought to 
myself “I’ll be preaching to the converted”. It would appear that this is not the case. 

I have had discussions with many mates, colleagues and political acquaintances 
and the same arguments keep coming up - in general these are “I’m not 
happy with the Labour Party but we’ve got to get the Tories out” and 
“We’ll get Labour in and make sure they do what we want”. These 
statements can be heard from people who range from being paid 
up (but not very active) trade unionists to those who consider 
themselves to be ‘revolutionaries’ and attend meetings or 
demo’s every day of the week. The exception to this point of 
view on voting Labour are those members of the SLP and other 
‘Left groups’ who have candidates standing in their particular 
constituency. 

I believe these arguments for voting Labour are naive and are 
formed out of despair. This despair has grown over the past couple 
of decades as the Tories, despite being weak, corrupt and divided, 
have enforced their agenda against an even weaker opposition. The 
opposition I refer to does not only include the Labour Party but also 
‘revolutionary’ groups who have failed to gain any kind of major support base amongst working people and 
whose membership has fallen during the past 17 years of Tory Government. 

Over the years any radicalism that was within the 
Labour Party has been squeezed dry, both on a party 
and an individual basis. The few progressive 
individuals that are left within the party are finding 
themselves more and more isolated and wield no 
influence within the party at all - indeed many former 
‘left-wingers’ within the party openly embrace the 
“New Labour” doctrine. 

The Labour Party has failed working people and yet in 
return it has expected their unconditional support. The 
party has time and time again stood on the sidelines 
watching people they purport to represent struggle 
against the Government’s impositions. Numerous 
examples come to mind, most noticeably the ‘84-85’ 
miners strike and the Anti-Poll Tax campaign. The 
latter, which led directly to the toppling of Thatcher, 
showed where the Labour Party really stood with its 
condemnation of violence (not the police’s) and at a 
local government level, the support for the fining and 
jailing of non payers. 
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In fact at local council level Labour has followed the same 
pattern as their national counterparts. Following the 
capitulation to rate-capping in the mid eighties, Labour 
councils have made swingeing cuts to local services and 
have privatised many others. This has been the price of 
refusing to join the local workers and communities in fighting 
against Central Government diktat, choosing instead to pass 
Tory cuts directly on to the community whilst crying “It’s not 
us”! 

The dumping of any semblance of Socialist policies and 
principles has gathered speed over the past couple of years. 
The party has made it quite clear that even the word 
‘Socialism’ is a hindrance to their election prospects. So 
desperate are they to rid themselves of the past that they do 
not even refer to themselves as the Labour Party anymore. 
Like any product they have to be packaged and sold. 
They’re young, they’re bright, they’re clean....they’re NEW 


Labour’s commitment to the Single European 
Currency means that they will have to drastically cut 
public expenditure. The criteria for joining the single 
currency is that the maximum deficit that can be 
carried is 3% above the Gross Domestic Product. 
[G.D.P is the measure of the value of the goods and 
services produced within the country] At the moment 
the deficit stands at 3.5%. That half of a per cent 
represents £18 billion of expenditure that 
would have to be cut. Suffice to say, this would 
have a devastating effect on jobs and industry. In 
other countries such as Germany, Greece and France 
there has been strikes over the threat to jobs through 
joining the single currency. In this country the unions 
are not discussing the issue with their members, the 
trade union leaders do not want to ‘rock the boat’ 
and jeopardise a Labour election victory. 


Labour’. 



Away from the image, the substance is even less appetising. The party has courted big business and media 
moguls such as Rupert Murdoch. The City and Financial institutions do not see Labour as a threat to their 

activities. Within the past few weeks, Labour have ‘promised’ that they will 
not increase the current rate of income tax for the first parliament and 
will adhere to the current Tory public expenditure plans for the first 
two years. With no increase in tax for the wealthy and no public 
spending increases, there will be no increase in money to pay 
for housing, health, education and public transport. So when 
they say that they ‘promise’ not to increase tax and public 
expenditure, they are ‘promising’ big business. To everybody 
else it’s a threat. 

The few spending commitments that Labour have got are 
supposed to come from a 'windfal tax from profits from 
privatised public utilities. The utilities will not give up this money 
willingly and creative accounting will ensure that the profit figures 
are not as high as they actually are. The main bulk of the money 
from this tax is earmarked for job creation and employment training. 
This appears to be just another scheme for forcing people into low paid 
work or losing a bulk of their benefit. Labour also have no plans to get rid of the Job Seekers Allowance. 


They have made it quite clear that they will not repeal the anti-union laws. The Social Chapter, which they 
trumpet as ‘workers rights’, offers the bare minimum of protection for workers. That’s why the bosses’ 
organisations, such as the Confederation of British Industry, have no strong objections to its introduction. 

The situation we are facing is similar to that in the USA where the ‘liberal’ Democratic Party ousted the 
‘conservative’ Republicans and merely continued their attacks on workers and the unemployed. This is all 
about power and control. The Labour Party are desperate for it and will do anything to gain and keep it. 

I have recently read an article about an organisation that are trying to organise a mass ‘spoil your ballot 
paper’ campaign for the General Election. The idea is for everybody to exercise their right to vote but for a 
simple message of disapproval to be written on the ballot paper. The aim would be to achieve a very low 
turnout of actual votes for the political parties and a large disapproval vote. Now, this may not be very 
‘revolutionary’ but it certainly beats saying, “Vote Labour, whatever the consequences . 
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new labour - same danger to 

that education will be Labour's big priority but education 


Blair has promised that education will be Labour’s big priority but 
he has also promised to keep taxes and public spending down. His 
only spending pledge is to keep primary reception classes to a 
maximum size of 30. So how will Labour achieve the appearance 
of working to improve education without spending more? 


by Angela , Hackney Teacher 


They have already set their agenda and it is a thoroughly reactionary one. They want schools to concentrate on teaching the 
basics. Of course, it is important for people to be able to read and write but they often learn to within a context which 
stimulates them. Working class kids have a right to a broad education beyond basic literacy and training to be workers. 


Labour has already started to ‘demonise’ kids and talk of controls 
such as curfews. It is disproportionately working class kids with 
learning difficulties or social problems (often poverty-related) who 
develop behavioural problems and get labelled as 
‘uncontrollable’. Smaller classes, learning support for those with 
special needs, small groups to ‘rehabilitate’ truants and excluded 
pupils are more constructive than moral panics but they cost 
money. 



The main group that wi get the blame for any real or constructed failings of education will be teachers. This has already been 
made clear with tafc of tougher inspections. Society is increasingly being divided into the over-worked and the workless. 
Teachers have become more and more over-worked in recent years with constant changes, endless bureaucracy, assessment 
and inspections at the same time as cuts. Blaming the workers, not the system, is an example of New Labour’s anti-worker 
attitude and must be opposed. It is not realistic to assume that putting more pressure on exhausted, demoralised teachers will 
extract more from them for their students. It helps not to be exhausted and demoralised when working with 30 youngsters all 
day, especially if you want to be able to inspire them to learn. 


The Tories have already taken away teachers’ rights to collective 
bargaining and replaced it with a body which reviews and 
recommends ‘appropriate’ pay increases. Labour has stated that 
they won’t pay the recommended increase. Teachers are not 
amongst the lowest paid of workers but this is a gross infringement 
of basic trade union rights. Perhaps the only benefit which might 
come from a Labour victory could be the erosion of the NUT 
leadership’s approach of not making any waves (i.e. taking action 
or making strong demands) in case it spoils Labour’s electoral 
chances. Teachers and other workers will have to ensure that a 
Labour government has a very short ‘honeymoon’. This will also be 
a struggle against the union bureaucrats. 



One of the most frightening and sickening traits of Labour ■* 

administrations at local and national level is their appalling 

dishonesty and hypocrisy. They justify cuts by pretending that any reorganisation is intended to enhance equal opportunities. 
Labour has shown that they are not interested in equal opportunities in education by their commitment to defending grammar 
schools, by their ditching of grants for students who continue into further and higher education and by their leaders’ decisions 
that state schools are not good enough for their children. All of this points to a further regression into a divided education 
system for ‘them’ and ‘us’. The Labour leadership has quite clearly joined ‘them’. We should have no illusions. 
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going it alone 

- the benefits of independent welsh and Scottish republics 

In December Resistance held a discussion meeting with the Republican Forum - ‘Would it benefit the working class if Scotland and 
Wales became independent?’ Terry Liddle outlines some of their views. 

There is no such thing as a British nation. What there is are Anglo-Saxon-Jutish, Brythonic Celt (Welsh and Cornish) and Goidal Celt 
(Scottish) nations. The six counties of Northern Ireland are part of another, Irish, nation occupied by the British State and its allies. 
The myth of a British nation and British identity has been carefully fostered by the ruling class in order to hold together a Union in 
which Welsh, Scots and Cornish arrived by trickery and force. Force included conquest, the destruction of clan-based social 
relationships, the suppression of culture, language and history and ethnic cleansing in the form of large scale deportations. Today, as 
the Crown becomes increasingly discredited and the Union starts to fall apart, Welsh and Scottish independent republics have been 
transformed from dreams into growing possibilities. 

TV polls are notoriously unreliable, but if the one recently conducted by Carlton TV is anything like accurate, then 56% of Scots and 
41% of the Welsh favour republics. And this despite New Labour (Unionist and Monarchist to the core) efforts at thwarting 
republicanism with talk of devolution and referendums, the SNP’s desire to retain Mrs Windsor as head of a Scottish State and Plaid 
Cymru’s failure to do much about the republicanism to which it pays lip service. The questions we now need to ask are what would 
be the content of such republics and would the working class, not only of these countries but also of England, benefit from their 

establishment. 

As recent history has shown, monarchies fail at times of acute crisis when potential new ruling classes mobilise the masses to 
overthrow the old regime. As Britain sinks deeper into crisis, the ruling class of all ethnic origins strives desperately to prevent the 
edifice of its power collapsing and the farcical become tragic. Meanwhile, it becomes crystal clear that not only is it the working class 
which would benefit most from the triumph of republicanism but that it is only that class which has the potential power to realise tha 
triumph. 

For Welsh and Scottish workers the establishment of independent workers’ republics could mean the revitalisation of language, 
culture and economies, an end to the looting and destruction of natural resources by multi-nationals and the exercise of their own 
power through mass democratic self-organisation such as 
workers’ councils. For the workers of England such examples 
could be the spur which leads them to end the semi-feudal 
(symbolised by the monarch and the Lords), semi-bourgeois 
(symbolised by the Commons system), establish their own power, 
freely cooperating not only with the workers of Scotland and 
Wales but of the whole world in the great task of constructing 
Communism. 

If you want to know more about 
today's Red Republicanism contact 
The Republic Forum. 2 Bitten Court, 

Lumbertubs. Northampton 
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absolutely nothing - 

by Mark M £i C/' tr jj! CJ OI Ci m 

face the full wrath of the political and military establishment. Newspaper editors and the media in general would rush to the defence 
of the British Empire and the ‘Loyalist’ peoples. In this they would be joined by organisations which describe themselves as Socialist 
such as Militant Labour, Socialist Organiser and probably, when push comes to shove, the SWP. Reckon not? Then how come these 
groups mobilised seven people for the recent 1,500 strong Bloody Sunday Demo in London? Blair has no intention of alterin 9 
anvthinq. He will build on Labour’s record in Ireland which includes supporting partition in the 1920s, sending the troops in 1969, 
criminalising Republican prisoners in the 1970s, condemnation of the hunger strikers in 19811 and the backing | or ev ®^ l ^ t ^® nt ° f 
oppression for Nationalists. It is therefore depressing that the Sinn Fein leadership have, in the run-upto the e| ©ctior^!suggested that 
a Labour administration will be better than a Tory one - not a hope. But, let’s face it, they are hardly likely to look anywhere else as 
Organisations on the ‘Left’ have consistently avoided even trying to build a mass movement on the principles of troops out and self 
determination of the Irish people as a whole. It is not surprising that amongst those at the sharp end of British imperialisrri there is„ 
contempt at the Socialist and Anarchists organisations over here, “A nation which oppresses another can never be tree. 
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NHS - safe in whose hands? 

by Sarah M, hospital worker 



Like most other policy areas, the Labour Party policy on health is no different from 
that of the Tories, so as you would notice. 


The internal market - Labour will keep it. 

Mental health - Labour are also prepared to see people on the streets rather than 
provide safe places for them to stay. 

Community care - There is just no more money. 

CP fundholders - Well . . . well ... OK perhaps Chris Smith, Labour spokesperson 
on health, has come up with a twist here. He is suggesting that CPs still play a role 
in buying the hospital services that patients need but do so in groups, not as 
individuals and they won’t be competitive will they? Will this appease the powerful 
GP lobby of fundholders who like having thousands of pounds of our money in their 
control? 

The health service has, under all shades of government since it was set up, spent 
3% more each year in real terms. The money is used on advances in treatments 
available and other improvements to the service. However, this pattern has been 
broken recently as the extra money has been spent on reorganisation. Worse still, 
this year the extra money has not even been there and plans are to hold 
expenditure at standstill over the next three years. This will be a disaster. There is a 
national nursing shortage, yet nurses’ pay continues to decline in relation to the 
national average. In East London the situation is even worse, with under-staffing in 
many areas. 


. • • 7* -v' r '"7" , i • • 'M This is yet another 

opportunity for business to make money out of the NHS. Instead of government 
funding the building of new hospitals, private companies will invest in a new 
hospital, leasing the building to the NHS. In return for taking rent from us over the 
next fifty years they will also have the option of contracting for all the support 
services This will including cleaning, laundry, catering, estates management, 
payroll, medical records management, pathology services, public relations and 
many other services. Not even doctors and nurses will necessarily be employed 
directly by the NHS. New hospitals will include a range of commercial developments 
such as shops, pharmacy, legal services, restaurants, cinema and sports facilities 
with all the profit on these facilities going to the private investors. 

3 Only one hospital has so far been approved for funding under this 
scheme. Many have fallen by the wayside as business find that the schemes are too 
expensive to develop or the return too long-term. But they have been offered a 
safety net by Stephen Dorrell, for the government will pay the high costs of putting 
a scheme together if there doesn’t look like there is any profit in it at the end of the 
day. They can’t lose. 

This is just the latest ruse to inject public money into the pockets of the rich and 
the Labour Party are all for it. 
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JSA - no work no play! 


by Tom Davis, acting secretary of north east London unemployed workers and claimants group 
and prospective Parliamentary candidate for the Socialist Labour Party in Walthamstow. 


Benefits and unemployment are major issues for all the mainstream political parties, but the debate 
which we have been treated to during the last 18 years presents the unemployed themselves as at best 
a problem and at worst scroungers, cheats and fraudsters surplus to requirements. This crude 
approach succeeds in obscuring the sheer scale and causes of unemployment - giving a perverse 
credence to the Job Seekers Allowance (JSA) and Workfare. 



The collusion of Blair’s Labour front bench with the Tory press, on the issue of benefits, has shifted 
the question of poverty and unemployment further away from its causes in the profit-driven 
system they both support. This manufactured consensus profoundly misrepresents the 
hypocritical reality and harks back to Victorian personal morality. 


In this warped view of the situation morality, benefits and the unemployed 
are compressed together into a time-bomb, just waiting to explode in the 
Editorials of the Tory press. Tony Blair has played a significant role in 
precipitating this shift. He has highlighted his belief in individual 
responsibility and personal conduct, avoiding an honest analysis of 
the Tories’ anti-working class policies. As a result it has become 
much harder for all sections of the Labour and Trade Union 
movement and progressive forces to argue their case for a fairer 
and more equitable society, never mind create a fundamental 
change by overthrowing Capitalism. 


Despite the fact that the JSA - combined with Workfare pilot 
projects - will amount to the most sweeping attacks against the 
rights of the unemployed since the thirties, the Labour front bench 
show no sign of committing themselves to getting rid of it.. Attacks 
against the unemployed are always used by the capitalist class to 
weaken the working class as a whole and the JSA is no exception. The 
new provisions within the JSA have been created to force people off the 
dole and into low paid dreary jobs with appa ng conditions of service 
and no union rights. It is also subtly designed to foster hostility between 
benefit employees and claimants, breaking t-e tact sympathy that often 
exists between the two groups, dividing a layer of the working class and 
marginalising CPSA activists within the dole office's arc the DSS. 


Pilot Workfare schemes are the signpost to the future, irrespect .e of who’s who in Westminster. 
Substantial change from Parliament after the election is about as i ke . as a talking horse strolling into 
a betting office. Project Work/Workfare is scheduled to be imposed in North East London as we go to 
print and has already been forced upon the long-term unei~c eyed in Humberside and Kent. 
Claimants who have been unemployed for more than 2 years are g .en gruelling and exacting half 
hour interviews every time they sign on, to examine their wil ng-ess to accept any kind of alienating 
menial work, regardless of wages, with the threat of sanctions it t^e. 'efuse to comply. After 3 months 
of this harassment comes another 3 months of compulsory Wortcfare - claimants will be directed into 
schemes where they will be forced to work for their benefits p _s a derisory £10 as a punishment for 
not dropping out of the dole system altogether and taking the first apology of a job on offer, 
irrespective of how low the pay is. 


We cannot rely on the Labour Party to scrap the present coercive and draconian benefits regime. 
Their policies are tailored to meet the requirements of Capital, whilst perpetuating the culture of defeat 
and subjection which exists among many people. If we are to change the present coercive benefits 
regime, unemployed workers must mobilise and act in solidarity with their unemployed brothers and 
sisters. We have the capacity to organise for ourselves. 

So, don’t agonise, organise! At the risk of seeming excessively sloganistic, I strongly urge all 
unemployed workers and claimants to form or join unemployed workers and claimants groups 
and build links with trade unionists. If you live in north east London please join N.E. London 
Unemployed Workers and Claimants Group, PO Box 3140, Walthamstow, London E17. You can 
also join the rapidly expanding unemployed section of Waltham Forest TGWU. 
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section 


elections don't change anything 
-WORKING CLASS COMMUNITIES CAN 

by Neil Bradley, resistance member and member of RPM editorial committee 


When we look around us at the state of our cities and communities we all know that there’s plenty wrong. And we all 
know that if we hope for something to change after the election that we’ll be disappointed. No-one much has any faith in 
government. MP’s are recognised as the self-serving hypocrites they are. 


Elections don’t change anything, except the name of the Party that’s ruining 
our lives. They don’t get rid of racism, poverty, anti-social crime, police 
oppression. They don’t get rid of homelessness, exploitation, inequality. 
When you wake up on the day after the election, nothing will be different. 
You’ll still be doing the same crap, soul-destroying, insecure job - doing the 
same frustrating, unfulfilling work out of necessity. Or still struggling to survive 
on the same pittance of dole money. You’ll still be living in insecure housing in 
crime-ridden streets where its not safe to walk about at night, the kids can’t 
play out during the day and police crime, corruption and racism are part of 
the problem, not the solution. Meanwhile the bosses and the rich will be 
poncing about on their golf courses or driving around in their expensive cars 
counting their money just the same. 

We can’t sort this situation out by changing the bosses - its having a boss 
that’s the problem! Elections don’t change the system, and its the system 
that’s to blame. Capitalism, basing the whole of society around profit and 
greed, turning everything (and everybody) into a commodity to be bought or 
sold, that’s the heart of the problem. Conflict, competition, unemployment 
and misery are fundamentals of the system. 

But if elections won’t change things, what will? The power of working class 
communities. If we could get ourselves organised, take some collective action 
against the things that are ruining our lives, then things would really start to 
change. Community defence groups, street committees, self-help projects, 
rank and file unemployed and workplace unions can help us take back control 
of our lives from the parasites who prey on us. That’s democracy - not putting 
an X against the name of an MP every 5 years. 

Leaving aside the charade of “democracy”, this time at least the similarities 
are overwhelming. As Labour and the Tories fall over each other to pose as 
the toughest, whoever wins the election we’ll get curfews on kids, anti-union 

- laws, privatised utilities, new oppressive 

May 1st - it seems police laws, no public spending increases. 
pretty certain that the Whoever wins we’ll get isolation, anti-social 
election will take place crime, homelessness and poverty. 

on this day and what Hoping for change is not dreaming. We all 
better way to welcome ^ now 0 f ijttie examples of “people power” 
in the Government than g 0 j n g on around us all the time - these are 
by making sure this the seeds 

of change. The Colin Roach 
year s May Day demo is Q en t re anc j resistance are an example. Be a 
the largest for years. part ^ f uture; not a V j c tj m 0 f the past. 
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colin roach centre 

56 clarence road E5 85W 

telephone 0181 533 71 1 1 
central london branch 

c/o battersea and wandsworth trades council 
177a lavender hill SW11 5TE 

telephone 0181 540 6280 


If you want to get involved in any aspect of our work but feel 
you would need training to do so, please do not hesitate to 
contact us on either 0181 533 7111 or 0181 540 6280. 

Can you take copies of RPM to sell to the people you work 
with and/or your friends? All copies taken on a sale or return 
basis. 

A monthly Hackney Bulletin has been started and is being 
widely distributed. If you wish to get a copy, and could help 
with their distribution, then phone 0181-533 7111. 

We are now working on the production of a video for schools, 
youth clubs and trade union branches. Details to follow in 
future issues of the magazine. 

We have been informally approached by a number of people 
from different cities about whether we are looking to set up 
branches around the country. The answer is yes, so if you 
and/or your friends think that you would like to do this, please 
get in touch. We can then arrange a meeting at a convenient 
time for all. 

Central London branch 

The branch continues to develop. Twenty five people attended 
a training day in late February, as a result of which plans are 
advanced for starting up a hotline for the victims of police 
harassment, racist and fascist attacks. Stickers and 
posters are being produced. Further training 
sessions are being arranged. A manual is being 
produced for the use of volunteers. M 
Organisations can get a copy when itis M 
produced, it will cost £10 a copy for M ; 
voluntary organisations and £50 for g 
statutory organisations. Bui 

A newsletter is due out shortly, a secretary W8X|JB 
for the branch has been elected, a contact 
address arranged, the anti-fascist day school will ^ WLm 
take place on March 9th and joint parties are being 
organised with FUASCAILT and the Brian Higgins Defence 
Campaign. Phone 0181 540 6280 for details and information. 

Would you like a speaker about our 
work? 

At the moment we are visiting youth clubs and community 
centres to meet and talk with young people about their rights 


on "stop and search". However, there are also speakers 
available on all aspects of our work, so get in touch if you’re 
interested. We also welcome trade union branches affiliating 
to the Colin Roach Centre (£50 a year/£25 for smaller 
branches) for which branches get a couple of copies of the 
magazine and regular bulletins. 

We have just printed 20,000 Rights Cards - on what to do if 
you are stopped and/or charged by the police. They are free 
and are available for youth clubs, trade union branches, 
community centres, work places etc. 

We urgently need funds to continue to develop all aspects of 
our work. You could make a donation, take some 

■ copies of this magazine to sell, get your 
union branch to affiliate to the Colin 
Roach Centre or organise a fund- 
^ raising party - any suggestions? 

I Since we reported on his case 
in the issue 2 of RPM quite a lot 
has happened. A successful 
conference attracted 


W V press 

^ reports in the Caribbean Times, 

Nation. Carly, his wife, was also 
interviewed on Choice FM. The case has been 
transferred to a solicitor with whom weive worked closely 
before. As we go to press we are waiting to hear whether 
permission has been granted for an appeal against his 
conviction for "conspiracy to supply a Class ‘A’ drug”, for 
which he got an eight-year prison sentence. 






anti-fascism and the law 

Fifty people attended an Anti-Fascist Day School in November, 
organised by Resistance and Racial Equality Advocates in 
South London. The aim was to discuss and exchange 
information regarding the British National Party (BNP) and its 
activities, with a particular focus on their growing activity in 
South West London. 

A follow-up event is planned for 15 March 1997 (see Events 
Diary) when a practical programme of work is to be 
discussed. It was recognised that the worsening political 
climate, cuts in resources, marginalisation of peoples and 
issues and a general trend towards right-wing sentiments 
amongst the majority, had left many communities feeling 
vulnerable to attacks from the far right and other sections of 
the community sympathetic to racist and fascist opinions and 
practices. The day school was well attended, informative and, 
we hope, went some way to unifying awareness of current 
issues. In addition, and arising out of the heated discussions, 
Resistance will be discussing the role and nature of militant 
fundamentalism and theory, as well as 'racism' within the 
black community both internally and with a number of black 
organisations who sent delegates to the day 
school. 

One of the main speakers was / . 

Michael Schwarz from Bindman / f \^ A 

Solicitors whose contribution ^ 

related to current and ^ 

forthcoming legislation regarding 

Criminal Justice, Public \ 

Demonstrations and Protest, new \ 

Police powers and the topical \ 

“Police Bill”. We briefly outline some 
of the points raised: 

There is a trend towards the State use of private 
security firms, particularly against Animal Liberation and 
Environmental groups. There are concerns as to their use with 
regard to other campaigns. 

The 1997 Police Bill will give MI5 
and the Police extended powers to: 

★ Collect intelligence 

★ Search property - including bugging and surveillance 

★ Pooling of information against protest groups 

The proposed formation of a National Police force and its 
probable implications is also a concern. 

Processions 

The Police now have wider powers against processions: 

★ Advanced notice (in writing 6 clear days) is required if 
organising a Demo, meeting or event in a public place. 


★ The Police have ample time to ban and/or customise 
response. 

★ Participation in a banned event is illegal. 

★ A 5 mile Police exclusion zone can be effected and 
anyone reasonably suspected of trying to attend can be 
arrested. 

★ The ban can be enforced for up to 4 consecutive days. 

★ In exceptional circumstances (widespread public 
disorder) a blanket ban can be enforced against all 
meetings in a given area. 

Assemblies 

No advance notice to Police is necessary; however, 
organisers and participants in meetings, pickets, protests 
etc should note that: 

★ The Police can incur a ban on an assembly by appealing 
to the Local Authority or Home Secretary on the 
grounds of threat to public order, obstruction of a 
public highway, tresspassory offences (on private 
property) or by enforcing local bye-laws relating to 
public places such as parks and commons. 

★ However - Individuals and organisations can also apply 
to have meetings banned by appeal through the Local 

Authority and/or Police (Given that one has 
\ N sufficient grounds.) 

Search Powers 

k Car drivers and passengers can be searched as 

^|p4 long as the Police say that they have 
reasonable grounds for doing so. For example 
■ on suspicion of drug possession, firearms 
W / and/or offensive weapons, stolen goods or 
► / even as a consequence of a minor traffic 

/ offence. 


Senior Police authorisation can be given for special 
search powers (Criminal Justice Act 1994) in the event of 
public disturbances: 

★ For a given area 

★ Between given times 

★ And to search anyone and everyone 

The new Police powers can be used on a discretionary basis 
against targeted groups such as Animal Lib, environmental 
and political protesters. This has obvious implications for anti¬ 
racist and anti-fascist groups and campaigns. 

Stalking Laws 

The definition of the new laws regarding Stalking could have 
wide implications and applications. For example: 

★ Repeated words or actions (twice or more) causing 
distress, harassment, or alarm maybe construed as an 
offence. 
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Right to Silence on Arrest 

You have a right to remain silent when arrested; however, 
bear in mind that refusal to answer questions may provoke 
adverse inferences to be made against you in the charge 
room and in court. 

It is better to give an adequate reply providing it is not 
incriminating, and is true and verifiable. But remember 
witnesses are often unreliable. Get legal representation 
before you say anything. 

Rights on Arrest 

As an adult, outside helpers have no right of access to you 
and you have no rights to contact anyone other than your 
legal representative. Do not be persuaded to use the Duty 
Solicitor at the Police Station. 

★ You have a right to free choice of independent legal 
help and advice from a solicitor of your own choice. 

★ The Accused cannot have two separate 
representatives. 

★ If dissatisfied with the services of one legal 
representative the accused can designate another or 
ask to change. 

The effects of recent and proposed changes cannot be 
underestimated. Actions once deemed legal are to be 
made illegal, criminalisation will increase. The state is 
increasing its surveillance of many groups of people, 
which includes a variety of political and campaigning 
organisations. It is going to be much more difficult to 
operate legally in the not too distant future. Repression 
in working class communities is to be intensified. 


Members of Resistance who just happen to be supporters of 
the greatest football team in England, Sunderland, have 
recently been working with the recently constituted North East 
Anti-Fascist Action branch. Of particular concern has been the 
attempts by a small number of racists, not as yet identified 
with any recognised group of fascists, to encourage 
Sunderland supporters to engage in racist and anti-Irish 
abuse. You can contact SAFC Anti-Fascists c/o North East 
Anti-Fascist Action, PO Box ITA, Newcastle NE99 1TA. 



We welcome letters, although they may be edited (for 
reasons of space only). 

If you require this magazine on audio cassette please 
contact the CRC. 

An RPM reader’s group is being set up in the near future. 
For more information or to make contributions to the next 
issue please contact the CRC. 

The views expressed in this magazine are those of the 
contributor and not necessarily those of the 
CRC/Resistance. 

Due to reasons of space, we have held over our article on 
the Nation of Islam, Top Tips for occupying your workplace 
and part two of our series on the history of Ireland. 


noticeboard 


Mondays at the Colin Roach Centre - free 
legal advice with solicitors who specialise in 
criminal law and complaints or civil actions 
against the police - 6.00 to 8.00 pm - ring 
for an appointment. 

Thursday, 6 March 1997 - training on 
‘resisting racist and fascist harassment’. 

6.30 - 8.30 pm at Halkevi Community 
Centre, address below. For people in the 
community who wish to get involved in 
working with those under attack from racists 
and fascists. Phone for details. 

Thursday, 13 March - East London 
Resistance branch meeting. 

Saturday, 15 March - opposing fascism 
in South West London. A follow-up meeting 
to a day school held in late 1996. 1.00 to 
5.00 pm at a venue at South West London. 
Phone 0181-540 6281. 


Wednesday, 18 March - Central London 
branch meeting. Venue to be arranged. 
Phone 0181-540 6281. 

Thursday, 20 March - training session 

for people who wish to be involved in giving 
advice and information to asylum seekers 
and refugees. Phone for details. 

March 20th - Brian Higgins Defence 
Campaign public meeting with speakers 
including Brian Higgins, Liverpool Dockers, 
Hillingdon Hospital Strikers, Tekin Kartel of 
north London Textile branch and Mclibel 
Support Campaign. 7.30pm at Conway Hall, 
Red Lion Square, London WC1 (tube - 
Holborn) 


Friday. 21 March 1997 - to celebrate 
the Kurdish New Year by marching at 7.00 
the Halkevi Community Centre, 92 - 
ICO Stc-e Newington High Road, N16 to a 
loca ^enue where a rally will be held. 

Saturday, 22 March 1997 - massive 
social to celebrate Kurdish New Year at 

_ea Valley Sports Centre, Picketts Lock, 
Enfield. 2.00 - 10.00 pm. Tickets £6.00 and 
£7.00. Tottenham Hale tube and bus from 
there. 

Monday, 24 March 1997 - training on 
public speaking with reference to public 
meetings, trade union branch meetings, 
work place representation and information¬ 
gathering. 

Thursday, 27 March 1997 - East London 
Educational at the Colin Roach Centre. 
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liverpool dock strike 



established by wives and girlfriends of those on strike) 
addressed a recent gathering of around 18,000 in France a 
collection brought in £20,000. When you add these sums to 
the collections across Britain we’re just about getting the 
£30,000 a week we need to keep going. Mind you we’ve 
never worked as hard!” 


■ In December and January Liverpool dockers 
voted at a series of mass meetings to reject 
an offer of up to £28,000 each to end their 
dispute. The Mersey Harbour and Docks 
Company (MHDC) claimed it was a ‘final offer' but the 
dockers reacted angrily and vowed to fight on. In 
February they entered the 17th month on strike, having 
been sacked on September 28th after refusing to 
cross a picket line. Mark Metcalf went back (see RPMU2) to 
ask Mick Tighe and Nick Silvano about what’s happening. 

Why was the offer rejected? 

“We’ve never seen the dispute as just being 
about money. We want to walk back with z' 
our heads high, we want to see a / X 
recognised union in the port of / / 

Liverpool as it’s the only protection / / . 

workers have to defend I 

themselves.” / 


Have the police been any better in 
their treatment of the strikers? 

"Not likely. It’s estimated that it’s now cost £2.5 million to 
police the dispute, which may well be an underestimate.” 


How did the day of 
'X action on the 20th 
, \ of January go? 

\ "Brilliant. It was backed by 
Hjk \ the International Transport 
^ \ Federation (ITF). In 27 

countries, 105 ports and 
t J fell cities, dockers, seafarers, 
; , and other workers took 

lirllr / part in workplace meetings, 
mW / pu ^' c meetings, 

Wjr / demonstrations at British 
^ / Embassies and Consulates, 

y/ “work to rules” and full scale 
^ stoppages ranging from 30 minutes, 
two hours, eight hours through to 24 


What's happened to 1 

the 100 strikers who \ '■ ;■ j;■ ;* 

were threatened with \ 
repossession of their \ 
homes? ^ 

Mike replied: “Our supporters around the world 
have prevented this happening. We’ve also had advice 
from social workers about what to claim in terms of 
benefits. We’ve had tremendous financial support since we 
last spoke in December. Japanese dockers, for example, 
sent 1.5 million yen or £10,000 in our terms. In the 50 
ports over there the dockworkers are threatened with de¬ 
recognition, it’s a similar situation to what happened in 
Britain in 1989 when the employers broke the National Dock 
Labour Board scheme, after a national strike. This ended 
unionisation in most ports (the employers, backed by the 
Government were able to do this because of the cowardice 
of the Ron Todd leadership of the TGWU and the failure of 
the ‘broad left’ run bureaucracy to challenge him - Mark). 

“Furthermore when Jimmy Nolan and Bob Morton (dockers 
leaders) plus two Women of the Waterfront (a group 


On the West Coast of the USA all the Oregon ports including 
Portland shut for 24 hours. In Los Angeles over 100 cranes 
were stopped with 32 ships in harbour and another 16 due 
that day. In Belgium the ‘Atlantic Compass’ was delayed by 
7 hours on the night shift of January 15th. In Switzerland 
offices of the Rhine Shipping Company were occupied. 
Around the world many people were involved.” 

Contact Liverpool Dockers and send 
donations to J Davies, Secretary, Merseyside 
Port Shop Stewards, 19 Scorton Street L6 
4AS. Tel 0151 207 3388. 

For speakers in London telephone 0171 387 
4771 and ask for Mick Tighe or Nick Silvano. 








Magnet Strikers 


DEFEND NMP 

16 YEARS FIGHTING FOR JUSTICE 


Newham Monitoring Project (NMP) is a well-established anti¬ 
racist project which has a proud history of defending the victims 
of police harassment and crime, and from racist and fascist 
attacks. It has been so successful that at a recent by-election in 
Newham both the Tories and the British National Party called for 
the council to stop its funding. However, Newham Labour 
Council had already beaten them to it and a so-called 'review', 
which criticised the project’s anti-fascist campaigning and its 
support for CS gas victim Ibrahima Sey, had already led to a 
decision to cut funding completely from March 1997. 

A lobby of the Labour Group brought over 350 people onto the 
streets, including many of the people NMP have worked with 
before. Noticeable by their absence were representatives of 
organisations such as the Campaign against Racism and 
Fascism and the Institute of Race 
ggffjjfi & Relations - hardly surprising as 
^ behind the decision to stop the 
project’s funding lies the hidden 
hand of individuals associated 
with these so-called anti-racis - 
organisations. 

Unable to get NMP workers and 
activists to agree to their project of 
working more closely with the Labour Par., mese individuals 
went off in a ‘huff in the midde of last year, determined that if 
they could not m the oroject they woJd dose it down! 

stooge ; -e-ec '.V 3 :ce- As our experiences 

It" e '.ter: - " ; .vII be no easy task 
- saofy. nrcre : ,ot at evi and you cannot exist without 

: -ave a few quid left owing 
=-e' sa. " 'es .a aa": "e remaining workers. To this can 

be added the ■ s orders from local trade 

m a healthy number of volunteers 
around then mem s r 'c masc'' why NMP cannot continue. 

In this respect oo : rm experiences the Colin Roach Centre, 
both practically a--o more importantly politically, will be 
invaluable for af tmose /.no want to involve themselves in a ‘new’ 
NMP. Over the next few /.eeks events are being held to discuss 
how the project can survive and in what form. Resistance 
members wi be abending - the closure of NMP is totally 
unacceptable. 

For details of the NMP Defence Campaign 
telephone 0181 552 6284 or write to NMP, 
382 Katherine Road, London E7 


In the 12 month period to October 1996, an estimated 
1,252,000 working days were lost due to industrial 
disputes. This is the highest figure for six years. 

Hillingdon Hospital Strikers are included in these figures. 
They went on strike in October 1995 after their pay and 
conditions were largely destroyed. UNISON, the largest 
union in the country, took ages to make their dispute 
‘official’. Whilst the strike pay this brought in was invaluable, 
the union relied on lobbying the employer - the Pall Mall 
Group, rather than seeking to organise workers throughout 
the company. They never considered bringing out other 
UNISON members in a show of solidarity. The lack of a rank 
and file organisation inside the union meant that the strikers 
on their own could not hope to do the work needed to bring 
Pall Mall to a standstill. 

After almost a year and a half on strike, UNISON have pulled 
the plug. Official support was withdrawn on January 6th and 
Pall Mali’s ‘final offer’ of £250,000 between 53 workers was 
recommended for acceptance. The workers, mostly Asian 
workers, have refused the offer and are fighting on. They 
deserve support. They are demanding that UNISON restores 
its support, and continue to demand that a future Labour 
Government keep to the promise made by ex-shadow Health 
spokesperson Harriet Harman that they would fight for 
reinstatement for all of them...no doubt we shall see about 
that! 

Donations to Hillingdon Strikers Support Campaign, 
c/o Councillor Kennedy, Hillingdon Civic Centre. 
Uxbridge, Middlesex UB8 1UW. 


from the Darlington plant, now out • 
for over seven months, are continuing to fight for • 
reinstatement. They have been persuading people to • 
boycott Magnet retail stores, linking up with the Liverpool ^ 
dockers and Hillingdon strikers. UCATT members there also ^ 
sent a message of solidarity to Brian Higgins. ^ 

Requests for speakers - 01325 282839 or picket mobile • 
04020 72676. • 

Liverpool Dockers. Hillingdon | 
Strikers and Magnet workers are # 
sponsoring a "March for Social • 
Justice" in London on April 12th. • 





true-life stories 


:>orr the asylum and immigration files 


he Prime Minister is fond of saying that The Tory Party 3 

s the party of the family. But in practice, this party, —- 

mrough its immigration policy continually acts to break 
families up...particularly if they are working class and 
black. 

The case of Teslim Lasoye is but the latest in a long string of horror 
stories. Teslim was bom in 1961. He is British. While a baby he 
suffered serious brain damage as a result of a medical accident. 

He is blind, is unable to speak, and has severe learning and 
behavioural difficulties. For 14 years he lived in a community home 
for people with learning disabilities. Finally, in December 1995 he 
was able to begin living with his mother who now cares for him in a 
flat. This might be hailed as an all too rare example of care in the 
community actually working. But now the British government wants 
to deport his mother and return him to residential care. 

The Home Office, in explaining its move to deport, write “It is 
unfortunate that ...(the mother’s) removal may have a detrimental 
effect on her son." The Home Office’s expert consultant, reaching 
what many may find new depths of cruelty, said that it would not be 
‘ordinary’ for a 35 year old man to be looked after by his 62 year 
old mother, and that such an arrangement goes against current 
Department of Health guidelines! Presumably living in a residential 
home again, not in the community, is more in line with these 
guidelines. 

Yet it is not. It would be humourous watching a well paid government expert get himself all knotted up if the 
consequences of his confused thinking did not have such dire consequences.The Home Office has also claimed that 
in trying to deport Teslim’s mother it is upholding a ‘firm but fair’ immigration policy. In fact, it is upholding a farce...a 

,_, farce with tragic results. Teslim and her mother now live on benefit. Residential care 

costs amount to about £51,000 a year. 

When this case went to a hearing, the judge remarked that it would 
x \ be “an unutterable disaster to return the son to the residential 
\ home,” which will happen if his mother is deported. But because 
\ of what the British government calls a 'firm but fair' 
\ immigration policy, this is exactly what could happen. And 
& \ because of the current state of immigration policy, Teslim’s 

5ft mother has no further legal rights within British law to 

appeal. As a result, lawyers are considering going to the 
m European Court of Human Rights. No wonder Mr ‘say one 

P / thing but do another” Major so dislikes Europe. 

/ Only direct campaigning, which will make it too politically 
/ costly for the Home Office to persist, can stop this disaster in 
/ the making. To find out how you can help make a practical 
difference, contact Hackney Law Centre on 0181 985 8364 or the 
Colin Roach Centre. 


Teslim with his mother 


demonstration in 
support of asylum 
seekers on hunger 
strike against their 
detention in 
Rochester prison 


picture by Steve Green 







true-life stories 

from the asylum and immigration files 


On 8 December 1996 it was 1000 days since Sunday Ogunwobi 
went into Sanctuary in Downs Baptist church, Hackney, to 

campaign against his family’s deportation to Nigeria. When the Sanctuary began in 1994, no one had any idea it would 
last so long, that so much campaigning and support for the family would take place and that this hard-hearted Tory 
government would prove so obstinate. 

The Ogunwobi family had lived in Britain for years. Sunday came to this country as a student in 1981, his future wife 
Bunmi in 1984. They met and married in 1986. Their three children Debbie, Tunde and Phoebe were all born here, went 
to school here and knew of no other way of life. But in 1994 the Government passed a deportation order against the 
family and ordered their immediate removal to Nigeria,. 

The family discussed the situation with friends in their local church and decided not to give in to injustice. Rather than 
simply accept the cold-hearted decision of a Government bureaucrat who knew nothing of the family and their lives the 
Ogunwobis decided to challenge the decision. With no legal appeals left, their only option was to openly defy the 
Government order to leave. On 15 March 1994, a day before the 
Deportation Order came into effect, Sunday Ogunwobi went into Sanctuary 
at Downs Baptist Church in Hackney. He was joined shortly afterwards by 
his wife and children. They have been living at the church ever since. 

Taking Sanctuary has not been easy on the family. Two and a half years on 
they are living in two small rooms at the church. The pastor has given up his 
office so the family can have a living room and they sleep in a cold, dimly-lit 
room previously used for storage. The children continue to attend school - 
they are collected every day by a family friend - but things are very hard for 
them. Phoebe, the youngest, has spent two thirds of her life living at the 
church and does not know of anything different but the two eldest children 
find it very hard to understand why they are forced to live like this. 

A campaign has been formed and tremendous support has been offered, 
including from churches locally and nationally, individual members of the Labour Party and other political organisations, 
the council, over 100 MP’s of all parties, Desmond Tutu and Jesse Jackson. Despite all this support and reports 
documenting the possible effect on the children's health of removal to Nigeria, the Government seems to have set its face 
against any reprieve. 


Sanctuary is not hiding. The authorities 
have been kept informed of the family’s 
whereabouts at all times. Sanctuary has 
no basis in law. Officers of the 
Government’s Immigration and Nationality 
Department can come to the church at 
any time and forcibly remove the family. 
However, Sanctuary has always had a 
moral as well as a legal basis. Its essence 
lies not in legal argument about the 
sanctity of any church building, but in 
providing a moral and ethical challenge to 
the ability of any government power to 
persecute the powerless. The Downs 
Baptist Church Sanctuary has provided 
the Ogunwobi family with a place of 
limited safety from where they can argue 
the justice of their case. 


THE OGUNWOBI FAMILY 

1000 DAYS IN SANCTUARY 

by John Stewart - Ogunwobi Family Campaign 



The Ogunwobi Family Campaign is now the ongest runn-g Sa-::_ar, n modern British history and 
/vns Baptist Church has now become a centre c* a:: .ity not only for the Ogunwobi 
campaign but also lending support to other people r -ackney facing deportation. In May 
1995 the National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns held its founding conference 
at Downs Baptist and last year the National Launch of One World Week was held at the 
church. While the Ogunwobis have not yet won their struggle they remain an 
inspiration for others in similar circumstances. 

Despite their hardships the Ogunwobis remain in good spirits. The past two and a half 
years have been very difficult for them but they remain optimistic. They have many 
good friends and a strong Christian faith which helps sustain them. As the Sanctuary 
approaches three years the family continue to challenge this Government to show 
compassion and to allow them to remain in the UK. They remain convinced of the justice of their 
case and are determined to continue their struggle. 


There will be a sponsored fast to commemorate the 3rd anniversary between March 16th and March 20th. 
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I and running their union inde¬ 
pendently from the trade union* 
bureaucracies, aiming to involve as^ 
many workers as possible 

UCATT - Union of Construction and 
Allied Trades and Technicians 


is taking me to 
the high court! 


Sitting in a pub in Kings Cross, with one eye on the Celtic score on the TV, Brian \ V 
Higgins, Secretary of the Building Worker group, was upfront about the pressure he’s 'I 
under, now that a UCATT union official has tried to silence him with a High Court writ, 1 
“My wife and family are seriously worried that they’ll put me in jail." In the broad Scottish 
accent he still has, despite leaving Glasgow for Northampton 25 years ago to find work, he 
talked about his long political struggle against the building industry bosses and his personal 
struggle as one of the most blacklisted building workers in the country. 


interview by Neil Bradley 


“Its like being under house arrest or in an open prison. The employers’ blacklist is designed to isolate you. It takes away your 
economic ability to do anything - the personal and social effect is devastating." Brian, who has been married for 29 years and 
has two daughters, told me about the strain of being prevented from working by the building employers - “This isn't a sob-story, 
people should know about the effect of the blacklist. Its had a debilitating effect on my wife, Helen, and our kids. She’s had to 
be the main breadwinner and that’s placed a heavy burden on her and on our relationship, but she’s always supported me, 
never asked me to stop. I’ve always given as much time to my family as I could - without her support I couldn’t have survived.” 


“I was always a bit of a rebel, even back on the sites in Glasgow, but I was never in a union then, never organised. In those days 
we used to sort out things physically, you took it out on the Ganger, or sometimes the Foreman himself! I joined the union 
(UCATT) in 1975, when I realised that organisation was the key to beating the employers - trade union and political organisation 

together.” 


"I got nto it at the age of 34, a bit late - but I’ve made up for that since! I knew politics doesn't come overnight, but I’d had 
many years of experience on the sites. I got straight involved with a strike at Henry Boot in Northampton, which we won with 
daily picketing. Straight after this I started to experience the employers’ blacklist. I went to Shanley’s in Bedford and was 
offered a job on a Friday, but when I turned up to start the following Monday, they’d worked out that one of our gang was a 
militant knc.'.' as “Danny the Red”. They knocked back the whole gang - no job for any of us. We picketed the site together, and 
the other wc r Kers - not union members, ordinary workers - went straight to the boss and threatened to walk out. So we got 
the jobs.” 


“I had also joined the Socialist Workers Party (in those days known as 
the International Socialists) then, at that time they were forming the 
“Building Worker Group” (BWG), a Rank and File organisation. We found 
out later that the SWP leaders had invented the BWG as a “front” to 
recruit people, but we had opened it to workers of varied politics as a 
united front and when they tried to close us down, we told them to Fuck 
Off! They no longer had any authority over the group, it belonged to the 
rank and file members. I was expelled from the SWP in 1982 and the 
BWG is now the oldest and most successful Rank and File group in 
England and Wales! Later at the site in Bedford we organised a political 
strike in solidarity with public sector workers against cuts. We hired an 
80-seater bus to take us all to a demonstration in London, and the Site 
Manager watched me ushering ‘his’ workers onto it in amazement - 
“What the fuck’s the building industry doing, being run by a fucking hod 
carrier!” Its something I aspire to still, the sooner the industry is run by 
the brickies, labourers and hod carriers the better!” 








why’s a hod carrier running 
the building industry? 


56 year old Brian, who has recently become a 
grandad, spoke of his reaction when the solicitor’s 
letter came through his door last November. It was 
from solicitors representing his full-time UCATT 

official, Dominic Hehir. He was trying to get the High Court to prevent Brian from voicing criticism of his inconsistent conduct, 
an unprecedented and disgraceful way for an official to behave towards one of his members! “I was very surprised when I read 
the letter - I never thought I’d see the day when a Broad Left union official would resort to trying to use the High Court to 
silence me! I know they use all sorts of devious tricks in the union, I even thought the union might come for me, but never this! 
Its no co-incidence that we’d just launched the Building Worker Safety Campaign, where we aim to stop the carnage on building 
sites by picketing sites where death or injury has occurred. This is the campaign that both the union and the bosses are scared 
of, because of the way it taps into the anger of the majority of building workers.” 


All this has re-awakened fears of the death threats Brian got during the Laings Lock-Out ten years ago - Brian even learned 
from a reliable trade union source that the building employers were considering using the UDA (Loyalist terrorists) to assasinate 
him! “But there’s no way I will allow Hehir or the High Court to silence me or stop me organising. I can’t give up my right to free 
speech." Brian rightly refuses to give in to legal blackmail and apologise or retract anything - everything he has said about 
Dominic Hehir can be proved (see RPM#2 for full details of Brian’s case). A campaign has been set up to defend Brian, please 
help if you can. Messages of support, model resolutions, donations and invitations to speak at meetings can be sent to the 
Brian Higgins Defence Campaign c/o Colin Roach Centre, 56 Clarence Road, London E5 8SW. Telephone 0181 533 7111. 


news from thel 

Building Worker Group News 

p-p-p-picket! 


sites 


When Brian Higgins,Secretary of Northampton UCATT, got a call from a bricklayer who had just been sacked, he knew what to 
do straight away. It was Monday 6th January and the bricklayer, a Northampton UCATT member, and another 12 bricklayers 
had been sacked when they went back to work after the Xmas/New Year break that morning. They did'': get any notice and the 
firm, James King Associates of Little Redhill, Milton Keynes (the main contractor on site is SMC who have their main offices in 
Bedford), had even hired another 8 bricklayers to replace them. Brian is also secretary of the Rank and File Building Worker 
Group. 



When Brian found out that the men had worked for more than four continuous 
weeks with King, but less than two years, he knew that the men were entitled 
to one week’s notice (or one week’s pay in Seu of this if notice is not given) 
according to the umon/er: oye r Nat cnal Working Rules for the building 
industry. This money was retr; ..'ether they were in a union or not 
(although it helps a lot if you are). You don’t have to be in a union to 
initiate a struggle against r p-offs ike this or to fight for your jobs or 
better wages and condrtic's but if you do it is absolutely essential to 
get unionised and orga'se: - preferably before anything happens. 
This time, as there was only a couple of weeks left on the job, the 
men in Milton Keynes die not think it was worth fighting for their jobs. 


After a discussion about the different options open, Brian and the men 
went to the site on the Wednesday afternoon. They told King Associates 
and the main contractor (always key in a situation like this) that if King did not 
give them all their outstanding wages (as well as one week's money in lieu of notice) 
by that evening, then a picket would be put on the site the next morning. They obviously 
thought this was a bluff and didn’t settle. 
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The employers then activated their 

next line of action and got in / — \ 

touch with some full time / 

UCATT officials in London. / 

Brian Higgins was told they / 
had phoned George 
Brumwell, the General 
Secretary, and Dominic \ 

He" r (see previous article \ 
about this official). Hehir told \ 

them Higgins has no authority. \. . 

‘Oh yeah!”said Brian and the men! s' 

Brian phoned George Brumwell to put ^- 

him in the picture and to counter any bureaucratic moves to outflank the 




- I 

mm 


To his credit, Lou Lewis, the regional secretary for London, south east (of 
England) area of UCATT, took the trouble to phone Brian Higgins and ask 
what was happening and to say he would be in Milton Keynes the next 
morning - no doubt because Brumwell told him to get up there and take 
control. But the men were already exercising this! 

The picket was put on at 7.15 am on Thursday, 9 January. By far the 
majority of men did not cross it, nor would a concrete wagon and by 9.00 
am the site was at a virtual standstill. Lou Lewis arrived about then and 
was told the picket would not be lifted or the concrete allowed in until King 
had settled for exactly what the men were after. 

Lewis and one of the bricklayers went into negotiations with King, who 
hadn’t been available till the picket started biting! Brian says you should 
never let a full time official (or shop steward for that matter) go into 
negotiations on their own. If this happens you can never be really sure 
what happened, and management and sometimes union officials have 
been known to lie! By 1.00 pm King Associates had agreed to settle for 
everything the men were asking and a complete victory was achieved. 
Brian Higgins and the men thanked Lou Lewis for his assistance. 

lessons learned? 


All building workers know victories like this are quite rare these days, so 
this one has tremendous significance and offers real hope and guidance 
for any other building workers [7, “ ~ . , I 


who are being ripped off or 
sacked. If you’re prepared to take 
direct action such as picketing 
(especially picketing as the lads 
did in Milton Keynes) to achieve 
reparation, remuneration and if it 
be the case your jobs back, this 
shows how you can win. Don’t 
take it lying down. Enough is 
enough. 


If at any time vou wish 
to contact the Building 
Worker Group for help 
or advice on site 
organisation then 
phone the Colin Roach 
Centre on 0181 533 
7111 and we’ll get 
hold of someone in 
vour area. 


FUASCAILT 


FUASCAILT, the Irish Political 
Prisoners Support Group, have 
produced an excellent ‘advice to 
irish community’ rights card on the 
Prevention of Terrorism Act. The 
PTA is used to harass the Irish 
community in Britain, in 1995 
(during the IRA ceasefire) 22,691 
overwhelmingly Irish people were 
stopped and searched for up to an 
hour. Since it’s introduction by the 
Labour Government in 1974 over 
500,000 have been stopped, 
between 98 and 99% were 
innocent of any crime. As the card 
states - The PTA exists merely to 
intimidate.’ 

Get the cards from FUASCAILT, 
PO Box 3923, London NW5 IRA 
or by phoning 0181 985 8250. 
There’s also cards in the Colin 
Roach Centre. 

FUASCAILT organise a picket of 
Downing Street on the first Sunday 
of each month between 12 noon 
and 1.30pm and hold a benefit 
social on the last Thursday of 
every month at the Victoria Pub on 
the Holloway Road N7. 
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“The magazine they tried to ban" is one of our cover headlines. The story 
behind the slogan provides an interesting look at two so-called 
revolutionary groups, namely the Workers Revolutionary Party 
(WRP/Newsline) and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP). 

As Hackney Community Defence Association and later the Colin Roach 
Centre a range of pamphlets were printed for us by Set-Line Data, the 
print shop of the WRP. We paid the going rate and there were no 
problems. So imagine our surprise, when after agreeing to print the first 
issue of RPM, we received within two hours of dropping it off at Set-Line 
Data/WRP a call saying they "couldn’t print it” because they were 
“worried about being sued.” 

We discovered that they had given it to their lawyer and been told that he was worried about an article from the Building Worker 
Group and, in particular, the line - “we make no apologies for the language we use because building employers are, in fact, 
murdering building workers week in, week out and getting away with it. Nothing is being done.” Obviously this was all a little too 
much for the WRP - can’t say bad things about the building employers can we, even if 3 workers a week are being killed on the 
sites? 



We were then told that their lawyer had suggested we alter our article on Stoke Newington Police. In particular the WRP were 
shitting themselves about being sued by the Metropolitan Police for printing what we have proved to be true (The Guardian 
newspaper have recently won a court case against brought against them by Stoke Newington police officers accusing them of 
libel over similar allegations), namely that Stoke Newington Police Station was, and is, involved in major criminal activities 
including drug dealing. The WRP’s offer to us to come down and discuss the articles with them and then they would decide if 
we could print it, was refused. As we pointed out, why should we allow such ‘soft cops' as themselves to silence us when we’re 
already dealing with the real thing on a daily basis. 

We then approached the SWP’s print shop East End Offset to have the second issue of the magazine printed. We agreed a price 
and dropped the work off at 8.10am. In even quicker time than the WRP (well the SWP are more efficient!), the SWP were on the 
phone - “Our lawyer is worried about the contents.” What did we find? The little darlings, sorry revolutionaries, were worried 
about the article written in defence of Building Worker Group secretary, Brian Higgins, and particularly the exposure of full-time 
official Dominic Hehir (see elsewhere in this issue). They feared being sued - seems it’s OK for a rank and file worker to be sued 
and face being sent to prison but the SWP haven’t even got the bottle to print a defence of him on be^al* of someone else! Their 
lawyer, ultimately the print control boss, also expressed concern about our articles on the pc :e. Of particular concern was the 
article on PC Patrick Hodgson, who was facing an Old Bailey trial for the murder of David Ewin. It seems the SWP also feared 
being sued by the Metropolitan Police. 


There are a few points that need to be made. Firstly ever if the b_ : ng e~oic..ers o r ~e Met Police did seek to sue the 
printers then they would have to see us first. You could be 100% certain that we would take full responsibility for what’s being 


printed. There would be no disclosure of the names of printers, unless the printers wanted this 



to happen (after all they may also be concerned about Tree speech’, ‘freedom of the 
. press’ and that sort of thing). Secondf they were so worried about our ‘tiny’ 
H\ magazine then makes you wonder about their own publications. The SWP, in 

\ particular, have only recently ended a major fund-raising drive for their paper. 
■I \ I wonder how many would have donated if they had known that each article 
\ is vetted by a lawyer to ensure that ‘it doesn’t break the law?’ 

It’s clear from this behaviour that both ‘Newsline’ and ‘Socialist Worker’ are 
controlled by the State and it's various bodies such as the police, the 
|n / bosses and full-time union officials. Determined to stay on the right side of 
/ the law the WRP and SWP each employ a lawyer to make sure their 
/ publications stay within the State-imposed boundaries of debate in a 
■ / Capitalist society. Far from being a threat to such a society they’re both part 
pr of it! If you’re looking for articles and comment which go beyond this then stick 
with RPM, although we still need a reliable printer! Help! 
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music -business 


by Lorna T 




It will be interesting to find out the percentages of women who are employed within the industry, and to 


Many companies still have a non-official policy of ‘men only’. Sorry that should read ‘white 


9 -zar • r :~ 2 z r e ( see" in the late 70's m 

itself. Recently we have been treated to The Spice G»rfs vote Tory 1 shocker, (later denied - an 
wouldn’t admit to actively encouraging this government either) been repulsed with Tony Blair hanj 
(just don’t inhale Tony!), and Tony Mortimer of East 17, who was invited to the Houses of Pari 
receive a pat on the back for ’sacking’ fellow band member Brian Harvey. It seems that where 
following close behind, desperately trying not to look like a dad on a day trip out with his son and fi 

Alan Mcgee, who be 

Creation Records on a ’Lets get people off the unemployment figures’ government scheme fc 
starting businesses over ten years ago, sold a large chunk of his now very successful company to 
Sony, on of the top record companies in the world, for an amount tfyt makes the lottery jackpot 
seem like pocket money. He has whole hearted backed Labour’s campaign in a way very 
reminiscent of when Bill Clinton was first aiming for the White House. 


So how will all this affect those of us who don’t happen to be either pop stars or run enormously 


; - ‘ > H Up to a year ago, questions were being asked in the House 1 

Commons with regards to ‘outrageously inflated CD prices'. Industry bosses, feeling their p 
margins threatened, grew very defensive and whined that politicians should keep out of what tl 
understand. The government, in turn, has over the last few years, constantly made cut backs in 
lessons in schools to increasing VAT on prerecorded music. 

It could be argued that the surge in British music over the last couple of years is a result c 
the most successful bands come from areas of high unemployment. For most bands, pic 
people who make money at smaller band's gigs are the promoters and pub/venue c 
Musician’s Union campaigning, the ‘pay to play’ policy of the 80’s has now been mostly 
much) at least they do not actually have to pay for the privilege of their friends being al 
whilst the band members are trying not to get electrocuted by the broken PA. 

What remains to be seen is, if any of these politicians will reach into their wallets and 


I won’t hold my breath! 
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what’s happening 
with our housing? 

by G. Birch 

K There is increased privatisation of council housing as councils are transferring whole estates out of their 
ownership 

X The overall number of council homes has been reduced. 

X Over the past years the government has been reducing the amount of money that councils get to spend on 
repairs and management of council housing, by decreasing the housing subsidy. 

X In Hackney over the past 7 years housing subsidy for each council tenant has been cut by £16.60. Tenants have 

paid for this with increased rents 

X The government has now changed the law restricting how much councils can increase rents - if they go above 
rent increase guidelines they lose subsidy 

X At the same time the government is also restricting how much councils can borrow. In November 1996 the 
budget for borrowing for housing was cut by 36% (£276 million) nationally 

X Borrowed money is used by councils for major repairs and this has the direct result that councils have now had 
to ditch part of their plans of major repairs on estates. So councils have less money to spend on repairs and 
improvements on estates 

X The largest item of expenditure from rents goes straight to the banks in the form of loan repayments - 42% of 
your rent pays of loan charges compared to 18% on repairs. 



Housing associations are being looked at increasingly by 
councils as an alternative. However, the government is 
planning to sell off the housing associations’ loans (these are 
subsidised loans) to the private sector - making the loans 
very expensive to pay back, leading to increased rents and 
reduced services. Housing associations will also 
be hit hard by changes to housing benefit 
rules, where benefit will only be paid for 
the accommodation and not services 
such as estate cleaning or lighting in 
communal areas. Housing benefit 
tenants will have to contribute more 
to their rent through increased service 
charges. 

For people who need secure 
accommodation the 1996 Housing Act, 
which came into operation in January this 
year, is bad news. The act affects homeless 
people and families who now have no priority for council 
rehousing. Councils are restricted in providing temporary 
accommodation for a maximum of 2 years. If they were 
already on the council's waiting list there is a chance that 
they may be offered council accommodation. If they are not, 
councils are required to assist by finding them private rented 
accommodation. Once suitable private accommodation is 
found the council will no longer have a duty to house that 
person/family. This has been predicted to lead to a cycle of 



homelessness, as people lose their insecure private 
accommodation and are placed in temporary 
accommodation to be placed back into private 
accommodation. Under the 1996 Housing Act, asylum 
seekers can’t be given a secure tenancy until the outcome of 
their asylum application - H some cases this may 
take years. |f the refugee didn’t make an 
a;: ;a:as.-tum at the port of entry, 
e. "a.e no right to housing at all, 

-: „ c - z -.emporary accommodation. 

-- re same time as people are being 
forced to live in private rented 
accommodation, housing benefit 
'sgL ations have changed. If you’re 
.mder 65 and single, housing benefit will 
only be paid to cover a room in a shared 
_se. In Hackney this is about £45 a week. 

A 1 of this all means there is less council housing, 
council and nousing association tenants are paying more 
rent for worse housing ( - less repairs). The banks get the 
largest part of your rent money. Those who need housing 
aren’t getting it. Building workers who could be making 
homes for those who need them are unemployed. At the 
same time no one on the Left has come up with any sort of 
strategy regarding housing, which is a basic right for 
everyone. 
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GUN LAW....continued 

by our court reporter 



Readers of Issue 2 will recall that we featured the impending guilty verdict for murder. The trial went some way to 
trial, for murder, of PC Patrick Hodgson. As a member of the answering some of these questions, but by no means all. 
Metropolitan Police’s SOW firearms unit, Hodgson had shot 
dead David Ewin on 28 February W95. Ewin, unarmed, was 
shot twice from point blank range. The stolen car in which 
he was the driver was blocked in on all sides. When the 
Colin Roach Centre was approached by David Ewin’s 
widow, Sarah, who was five months pregnant at the time of 
his death, we issued a press release stating: “This is 
the clearest case yet of a premeditated murder 
by a Metropolitan Police officer. ’’ / 


We covered in depth the case in RPM #2, but a number of 
points also came to light at the trial. Hodgson, aged 49, was 
actually a firearms instructor, a role he had undertaken for 
three years from 1991 . He had been in the police force for 
26 years, but he had remained as a police constable 
throughout. Something must have happened to stop him 
being promoted, but the judge decided that 
. whatever it was should not be brought to the 
\\ attention of the jury. The judge claimed that 
( \\ this was not relevant just as David Ewin’s 
% \\ previous history of criminality was of no 
JE relevance. However, the jury knew about 
/ / Ewin’s record without it being disclosed in 
I J / court because it was in every paper. 

Y / The CPS barrister, Mr Armani, turned out to 
/ be better than expected. His questioning was 
persistent and fairly thorough. He was by no 
means perfect but overall he did a fairly good job. Both 
Hodgson’s colleagues confirmed that they did not see the 
incident as requiring an armed response and had been 
surprised to witness Hodgson’s actions. PC Hodgson, in the 
witness box for less than two hours, turned out to be 
absolutely hopeless. He continually contradicted 
himself - although he claimed that he believed 

__ Ewin and his co-passenger might be 

armed, he could not point to anything 
in his previous written and verbal 
■ ! \ reports that suggested he thought 

\ this before entering the witness 

PBHBMpk box. Asked why he should stand 
in front of the car if he thought 
■ those in it were armed, he simply 

could not answer. After stating 
that he “wasn’t conscious of 
anything except what I was going” he 
then totally contradicted himself by 
referring to others around him. 

Although totally blocked in and unable to 
escape, Hodgson “was convinced he (Ewin) was going to 

accelerate away" and “in a split second . I fired a 

controlled pair of shots.” He admitted that from the moment 
he got out of his car to when he shot Ewin he “never thought 
about backing off.” and his shooting was a “last resort.” 


We were, however, astonished to find / / 

Hodgson actually being charged and / 
prosecuted for murder. The trial started on 
3 December 1995; it occurred at the end 
of a year in which the police continued to \ \ j 
be given increased access to military \N 
equipment and hardware. The sight of armed ^ 
officers is no longer uncommon. The people of 
England, Scotland and Wales are becoming accustomed 
to seeing a para-military police force in operation. 

The case thus had enormous political implications. We 
speculated as to why the state had decided to bring a 
charge of murder. Was it capable of convicting a police 
officer for murder? Had a decision to prosecute 
been taken in order to show that the state 
could, even if only in “exceptional 
circumstances” discipline “one of its 
own”? Or was the whole trial a 
massive exercise in deception, the 
aim being to show that whilst “the 
police” could be expected to be 
put under the spotlight, and even 
face a trial,, they (no matter the 
evidence) could never actually be 
found guilty of murdering 
someone. Would a conviction 
demonstrate that there are safeguards 
to the increasing arming of the police? 

Was Hodgson to be the fall-guy, the one to 
take “the rap” for all the other police officers who 
have murdered people (like Brian Douglas, Shiji Lapite and 
Ibrahama Sey)? We were interested to see how vigorously 
the barrister for the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) would 
question Hodgson and how far he would go in trying to get a 


David Ewin 


David being rushed 
to hospital 
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Clearly for Ewin it was, but not Hodgson! The impression 
was of a man out of control, dashing from a police car, 
pulling out a gun, threatening Ewin, smashing the 
windscreen and, when unable to drag out Ewin from the 
passenger’s seat, he clearly flipped and, enraged by Ewin 
“not doing as he was told”, (a quote he denied making 
although clearly recorded at an earlier old-style committal) 
Hodgson shot him. Ewin died 17 days later. 

Hodgson also claimed that he thought the incident was an 
armed one from the moment he saw Ewin run from a shop. 
So running from a shop can now be regarded as such a 
threat that police officers have to pull a gun - bloody hell, 
what next? 

On Tuesday, 10 December, the barrister for the CPS was in 
the process of summing up the prosecution's case when 
two people stood up in the public gallery and shouted that 
Hodgson had known Ewin before the incident. The two, a 
man and a woman, had been friends of David Ewin but in 
the period between his death and the trial had never been 
seen. They turned up at Sarah Ewin’s on 9 December, 
claiming to be disgusted at the coverage of the trial. Sarah 
was pressurised into shouting out their totally 
unsubstantiated claim. She refused. The following day, at 
the lunch break, they intensified the pressure. Sarah refused 
and was so scared she collapsed before the court resumed 
at 2pm. 

After being dragged out of the court by the ushers the two 
were able to leave the Old Bailey without arrest. Security in 
the public gallery during the trial had included police and 
security guards, Hodgson, sitting in the dock and charged 
with murder, had to make do with only security guards: 
Although totally uninvolved in the disturbance, a member of 
the Colin Roach Centre found himself being questioned by 
the police and having his address taken. 

The trail was stopped by the judge and adjourned to the 
following morning. Hodgson wanted it to continue, knowing 
that if he was found guilty under such circumstances he had 
immediate grounds for an appeal. However, the judge 
discharged the jury and ordered a re-trial stating that that it 
was a calculated attempt” to disrupt and “gross and clear 
contempt.” Why it took him a night to decide this and not 
actually during the intervention itself marks him down either 
as an idiot or an actual accomplice in a wider State-inspired 
plot to disrupt the trial because of a fear that that the jury 
was about to convict a police officer for murder. Probably 
we will never know if the two who intervened were part of 
something wider - one thing’s for sure, the re-trial which is 
due to start on April 9th at the Old Bailey should be 
interesting. 


report from nigeria 

by Regina 


I am writing to let you know about the continuing situation in 
Nigeria, where the situation for most people is worsening. I came 
to UK from at the age of 16. I spent some part of my life in Lagos 
[the capital city of Nigeria as it was known then). 

In 1992,1 lost my father through the present regime. I have never 
forgiven the State for taking my father's life away at the age of 
only 45. I went back to Nigeria briefly in 1995, mostly to visit my 
late fathers grave. I was surprised and shocked to see a country 
such as Nigeria, run down by military dictatorships and criminals - 
mostly men and women in uniform! 85% of the people are 
homeless, and the people without work are 1 in of every 5 of the 
population. Talking to people there, I got to understand that to get 
a job you have to bribe your way through. With so many people 
unemployed, this means fewer people are able to get a job or 
maintain their families. 

Many people are frightened to speak against the Government, in 
case their neighbour informs the authorities. The regime has 
turned people against one another. You live in a state where you 
are not allowed to express your view. There is scarcity of basic 
necessity - like food! The corruption is mainly found amongst the 
government officials. When I visited the International Airport with 
my brother to confirm my flight, he was refused entry to the 
Airport lobby unless I bribed the Airport Officials. 

My parents came from the Southern part of Nigeria, what used to 
be known as Cross-River State [Calabar). When I was growing up, 
my mother would spend six months in Lagos and 6 months in 
Akwa Ibom. This was because yme had land to cultivate our own 
food. The land has taken away by the State. I visited Akwa Ibom 
Stole for the first time in 18 years, for my late fathers memorial 
service. Many people have had their land taken away from them 
by the State Government to give to overseas businesses with 
interest in the oil production. The severe drilling of oil has affected 
the growing of crops. In the rural areas where the majority are 
dependent on their crops for their daily food, people are now 
starving because He r iand no longer grows food or because they 
government ras refused to give the land back to owners. 

I would appeal to people living in Britain to join in any activities 
that put pressure on the Nigerian Government, and to be aware 
that the British Government supports the oppression as they do 
not wish to upset the oil companies there. 


Gulen Kutluay - On March 1st it is three years since 
Gulen died, but she will never be forgotten by those who 
helped establish the Colin Roach Centre. She left an 
! indelible impression on those she came into contact 
! with. We salute her memory. 
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1 ^/ will be 


Readers of RPM #2 
will be aware that a well- 
I aIY/ known ‘radical’ solicitor Louise 

\ Christian is part of the plot to silence 

\ * I and imprison Brian Higgins of the Building 

Worker Group. Continuing our exposure of the 
actual politics and practices of the so-called radical 
intelligentsia (as they like to see themselves!) we take a brief 
look at a recent incident at Britain’s primary anti-racist 
organisation, the Institute of Race Relations. The information is 
taken from a press release issued by the friends of Tony Pryce. 

On 3 December 1996 the London North Industrial Tribunal heard 
evidence about the sacking of Tony Pryce from the Institute of 
Race Relations on 3 November 1995. The Chair of the Tribunal 
said the initial decision to dismiss was unfair because an 
investigation into grievances lodged by Tony Pryce was (without 
his knowledge) turned into disciplinary proceedings against him. 
The Chair said she was troubled by the fact that Frances Webber 
sat on the internal appeal panel despite objections from Tony 
Pryce that she was the subject of one of his grievances. The fact 
that the panel excluded Tony and his representative whilst 
witnesses were called meant that he had not heard the evidence 
against him. On 4 December 1996 Tony Pryce accepted 
substantial damages in an out of court settlement before the 
Tribunal ruled on the dismissal and compensation. 

The Institute is headed by Mr A Sivanandan and the staff are 
predominantly whrte women (Srvanandar's wife - Jenny Bourne: 
Hazel Waters: and Liz Fekete) who have worked there for 15-30 
years. Sujarta Aurora joined in 1992. Tony Pryce had been 
employed with the IRR since 1993 and throughout his 
employment was the IRR's only Afro-Caribbean worker. 

Tony Pryce lodged formal grievances against Sivanandan in 
September 1995. Incidents began with Sivanandan’s insistence 
that Tony perform menial tasks, such as pouring him water and 
making tea, as a demonstration of deference and respect. 
Sivanandan was often aggressive and verbally abusive to staff. As 
Sivanandan failed to secure the complete submission he requires 
from IRR workers his behaviour became increasingly abusive and 
threatening towards Tony. This culminated in Sivanandan 
headbutting Tony Pryce in front of the other staff. 

Without every being told he was the subject of disciplinary action 
the Chair of the IRR Colin Prescod, sacked Tony Pryce for “gross 
misconduct” for making “false and malicious allegations” against 
A Sivanandan. Tony Pryce appealed against the dismissal and 
this was heard on 22 January 1996 by 4 white professionals and 
one black man. (Frances Webber, an immigration barrister at 2 
Garden Court; Lee Bridges, Researcher at Department of Law, 
Warwick University; Tony Bunyan, director of Statewatch; Danny 
Reilly, a teacher and the former occupant of Tony Pryce’s post 
and Cilius Victor, formally of Newham Monitoring Project). The 
panel refused Tony Pryce’s objections to Ms Webber, decided to 
exclude Tony from hearing the witnesses; and refused his request 
to tape record the proceedings. The panel were hostile and the 
appeal was in fact no more than a show trial. All 5 members of 
the panel are people who profess principles of justice and 
individual liberty but each consciously participated in a bogus 
examination of the evidence. In his letter communicating the 
decision to uphold the initial dismissal as reasonable Lee Bridges 
stated of the headbutt - "... [the members of the panel] had all 
personally witnessed his (Sivanandan) using the gesture of 
leaning his head on others as a mark of friendship.” 



are you a 
homeworker? 


Over the last couple of months a member 
of the Colin Roach Centre has been 
working with a number of home-workers in 
a project designed to improve their 
working conditions. At some point in future 
it is proposed to give the results of a 
survey which is being carried out. To give a 
taste of the problems faced by workers we 
reproduce a brief interview with Khusid 
who is working in Hackney. 

“I am 35 years of age with two young 
children, one of whom is at nursery and 
the other stays at my friend’s when I am 
working; she is one year old. I have been a 
home-worker for the last three years, 
working as a special machinist on ladies 
garments. I was persuaded by my friend to 
become a home-worker. 

On average I work 35 hours a week but 
sometimes more. I average £2.00 an hour 
but out of this I have to pay my own 
electricity bill which can vary enormously. 
My working conditions are poor; I do not 
receive a payslip and do not get any sick 
pay if I am not able to work; there is no 
holiday pay for this job. The products I am 
working on are sold in London. I am not 
aware of the name of the company I am 
working for but they are a small 
dressmaking firm. 
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